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luly 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

E 

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

The FCC should not impose new a m y  charges and fees upon prepaid d i n g  cards. Ifyou 
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cod for minority or 
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their mmmunities. 

TheLatino community is partjcularly s m i t h  to any price increase far’pre-paid calling cards; 
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half of the households wlth incomes 
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Pre-paid calling cards are so prevalent in part because 
they save consumers money. 

With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and low income consumers hostage, w e  should 
not be faced with rising ielephone s e n i c e  costs as well. In particular, many low-income 
households who are on fixed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they cannot 
meet the credit rating or he% deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon before 
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls h m  payphones or the telephones 
of W l y  members and neighbors. We can use 6ese cards to stay ‘‘connected” as we look fix 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that we al l  have. 

I simply find it unimaginable that theFCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards. 
Some of the nation’s largest telephone companies would be &e lwgest beneficiaries of suoh 
charges. The FCC should stand up for consumer intereats over caipdrate gain by keeping 
affordable prepaid d i n g  cerda a priority. 

Commissioner Kevin M 
Commissioner Jonathan 
Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 
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July 7, 2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

Latino and other minority communities rely upon low-cost telecommunications services to 
accomplish many every day tasks, fmm looking for ajob or affordable housing to staying in, 
touch with family and fiends. But pending bef'me the FCC is a proposal that would introduce 
new charges and fees upon services upon which we depend, immediately harming millions of 
Latinos and other consumers nationwide. 

J understand that the FCC is considering applying "in-state" access charges and other fMs on 
certain prepaid d i n g  card services. Many Latinos, particularly those on fixed incomes or those 
establishing a credit history, bank accounts and other means necessary to subscriie to l d  
telephone service, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to stay connected at set affordable rates. 
Students, immigrants, senior citizens, and others face similar challenges. 

As a result, prepaid calling cards are the only option available - without them, many consumers 
could, quite literally, be left without access 10 telephone service. Raising the price of prepaid 
calling cards will directly ham individuals who can least afford price increases. 

' 

Imposing in-state charges would amount to a substantial increase in the cost ofpepaid calls, 
destroying the utility of calling cards to disadvantaged consumers. Allowing the large, local 
telephone companies to Couect such charges, even wben they do not sell the calling card to a 
customer, would drive up prices; thus making these services substantially less affordable. Plcase 
look out for consumers p-. and refuse to im- access charges and f& on prepaid calling card 
services. 

Sincerely, 
2 _. 

ccs: Commissioner Michael Copps 
Commissioner Kathleen Abcrnathy 
Commissioner Kevin M h  
Cornmiksionar Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 

Washington, DC 20554 
445 12th sfreet, S.W. 

RE: W C  Docket No. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

I am writing to ask that the FCC not impose new hidden charges and fees on prepaid calling card 
services. . 

Miaoritics, low-income families, senior citizens, immigrants, college students and militaty 
families rely upon calling card services for a variety of needs. Many of these consumers do not 
have a credit history, bank accounts, or the means to pay a large deposit for local telephone 
service. For these consumers, a prepaid card may bc the only option tbey have to stay connected 
-to make phone calls to look for a job, for a f % i b l e  housing, make a doctaras appointment, or 
stay in touch with fm’ly and fiends. These cards offer convenicnm and predictable cost, as 
there are no hidden fees or charges. In economically disadvantaged areas, consumers literally 
risk being disconnected ifthe prices of these cards increase. Prepaid calling cards arc 
indispensable to consumer groups because they ate an affurdabIe alternative to regular and 
wireless telephone services. 

But such pice hikes are precisely what tbe FCC will do if it inflicts new “in-state” access charges 
and other fees on pre-paid cards. The f a  would h e 1  directly to large local lclephone 
companies while the burden would fall squarely upon those consumers that can least afford to 
bear it. 

Adding access charges to be paid to local telephone cornpanies will substantially increase the per 
minute charges on prt-paid calls, jeopardizing the benefits btino and other communities gain 
fiom these sewioes. Please stop any effort to raise rates on American consumers and decide that 
these services are not subject to the exorbitant n w  access charges and other fees. 

ccs: Comrpissioner Michael Cows 
Commissionex Kathleen A bemathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senatm 
Congressperson 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket NO. 03-133 

Chairman PowelI: 

The PCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. Ifyou 
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or 
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their communities. 

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase for prepaid calling d s ;  
approximately 43% o f  Latino households use them. Indeed, half of the households with incomes 
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. &-paid calliq wds are so prevalent in part because 
they save consumers money. 

With gas and milk prices already hohihg fixed and low income consumers hostage, we should 
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. In particular, many low-income 
households who are on fued incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they cannot 
meet tbe credit rating or hefly deposit rquircmcnts that local phone companies insist upon before 
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls fKm payphones or brt telephones 
of family members and ncigJibors. We can use these cards to stay uconnecte+l" BS we look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the othq daily appointments that we all have. 

I simply find it unimaginable b\at the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards. 
Some ofthe nation's largest telephone companies would be the large? beneficiaries of.such 
charges. The PCC should stand up for casumer inter- aver Cdiporate gain by keeping 
dordable prepaid calling cards a priority. 

Sincerely, 

ccs: Commissioner Michael C o p  
Commissioner Kathleen Abemathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Cammissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC DocketNo. 03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

The FCC should not impose new a-s charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. Ifyou 
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or 
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their communities. 

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase for prepaid calling cards, 
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Xndeed, half of the households with incomes 
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Prepaid calling cards are so prevalent in part because 
they save consumers money. 

With gas and milk prices already holding faed and low income consumers hostage, wc should 
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. In particular, many low-income 
households who art on fixed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they canuot 
meet the credit ratmg or hefly deposit requirements tbat local phone companjw insist upon before 
getting a phone. With prepaid oards, consumers can make c a b  fiom payphones or the telephones 
of family members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay ''conne!ue"' as w e  look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that we all have. 

I simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these wds. 
Some of the nation's largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries of such 
charges. The FCC should stand up for consumer interests over cofponte gain by keepimg 
affordable prepaid calling cards a priority. 

ccs: Commissioner Michael Copps 
Commissioner Kathleen AbemaChy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senabr 
Senator 
Congressperson 
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July 7,2004 

chairman Michacl Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket No- 03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

The FCC should not impose new accqs charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. kyou 
move to increase the cost ofthese cards, you will simp& drive up the cost fGr minor@ or , 

disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in thek communities., 

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to my price increase for pre-paid calling cards; 
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half of the households with incomes 
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Pre-paid calling cards so prevalent in part because 
they save consumers money. 

With gas and milk prices already holding f i x 4  and low income consumers hostage, we should 
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. In particular, many low-income 
households who are on fixed incomes depend entirely upon p p a i d  service because they cannot 
meet the credit rating or he* deposit requirements that locaI phone' companies insist upon before 
getting a phone. With. prepaid cards, consumers can make calls &om payphones or the telephones 
of family members and neighbors, We can use these cards to stay ''Oannected" as we look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appomtments that we all have. 

I simply f h d  it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards. 
Some ofthe nation's largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries ofmch 
charges. Tbe FCC should stand up for consumer interests over cowrate gdn by keeping 
affordable prepaid calling cards a prior& 

ccs: Commissioner Michael Cows 
Commissioner Katbleen Abtmatby 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC DocketNo. 03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. If you 
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will’simply drive up the cost for minority or 
disadvantaged individuals to stay io touch in their Communities. 

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price hacrease for prepaid calling cards; 
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half of the households with incorn& 
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Pre-paid calling car& are so prevaIent in part because 
they save consumers money. 

- 

With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and low income consumers hostage, w e  should 
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. In particular, many law-income 
households who are on fixed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they cannot 
meet the credit rating or he@ deposit requhements that local phone companies insist upon before 
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls fir& payphones or the telephones 
of family members and neighbors. W e  can use tbesa cards to stay ucomectedn as we look for , 

jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that we dl have. 

I simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards. 
Some of the nation’s largest telephone companies would be the hrgcst benefichries of such 
charges. The FCC should stand up for consumer interests over cbiporate gain by keeping 
affordable prepaid d i g  cards a priority. 

Sincerely, 

ccs: && ommissioner Michael Copps 
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin . 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congress person 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th SITeet, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket NO. 03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

The FCC should not impose new access charges a d  fees upon prepaid calling cards. Ifyou 
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for d o r i t y  or 
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their communities. 

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase for' pre-paid calling cards; 
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half of the households with incomes 
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Pre-paid calling csvds are so pkvalent in part because 
they save consumers money. 

With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and low income consumers hostage, we should 
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. In particular, many low-income 
households who are on fmed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid,sewice because they cannot 
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit req[uiremcnts that local phone companies insist upon before 
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls from payphones or the telephones 
of family members and neighbors. We can use theie mds to stay '%onneCted" ES we look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the 0th~ daily appointments that we all have. 

I simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards. 
Some of the nation's largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries of such 
charges. The FCC should stand up for cousumer interesh Over c0;POrate gain by keeping 
affordable prepa5;d calling cards 8 priority. 

// Sincerely, 

Commissioner Kevh Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 
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Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th stteet, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Dockd NO. 03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees Upon prepaid calling cards. If you 
move to iricreme the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or 
disadvantaged individuals to stay ia touch in their communities. 

The Latino cornunity is particularly sensitive to any price increase for prepaid calling &, 
approximately 43 % of Latino households use them. Jndeed, half of the households with incomes 
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Pre-paid calling cards are so prevalent in part because 
they save consumers money- 

With gas and mitk’prices already holding fixed and low income consumers hostage, we should 
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. In particular, many low-income 
households who are on fixed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they wnnot 
meet the credit ratiag or hefty deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon before 
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls fiom payphones or the telephones 
of family members and neighbors. W e  can use these cards to stay “conn&dn as we look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the d e r  daily appointments that we all have. 

1 simply fmd it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges imd fkes on these cards. 
Some o f  the nation’s largest tekphone companies would be the largest beneficides of such 
charges. The FCC &odd stand PP for eonsllmcr interests over c0;POrate gain by keeping 
affordable prepaid calling cards a priority. 

ccs: Commissioner Michael Copps 
Commissioner Kathleen A b e d y  
Commissioner Kmin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congress person 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
4-45 12th Sbeet, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. If you 
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or . 
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their communities. 

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase forprspdd calling car&, 
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, balf of the households with incomes 
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Pre-pa-d calling cards are sa prevalent in part because 
they save consumers money. 

With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and low incomc consumers hostage, we should 
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. In particular, many low-inmrne 
households who are on fixed incomes ckpend entirely upon prepaid service because .they cannot 
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that local phone conopanies iusii upon before 
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, carrsumm can make. calls from payphones or the tclephones 
of family members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay ''connected" as we look for 
jobs, bunt for houses, or schedule mmy of the other daily appointments: that we all have. 

I simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards. 
Some of the nation's largest telephone companies would be the largest benefioiaties of such 
charges. The FCC shonld stand up for consumer interests over coipomte gain by kwi 
affordable prepaid calling cards a priority. 

ccs: Commissioner Michael Copps 
Commissioner x(athleen Abernat4y 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
congress person 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 . 

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

The FCC should not hposc new access charges aad fees upon prepaid calling cards. Ifyou 
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority of 
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their communities., 

The Latino community is particular€y sensitive to any price hcreese for pre-paid calling cards; 
approximately 43% of Iatino households use them. Indeed, half ofthe households with incomes 
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Pre-paid calling cards are so prevalent m part because 
they save consumers money. 

With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and low income consumers hostage, we shauld 
not be faced with rising telephone sewice costs as wcI1. In panicular, many low-income 
households who are on f'ixd incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they cannot 
meet the credit rating or hefly deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon befbre 
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can makc calls from payphones or the telephones 
of family members and neighbors. W e  can use these cards to stay ( + c o n n W  as we look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that we all have. 

I simply find it unimaginable that the FCC wouId impose new charges and fees on these cards. 
Some ofthe nation's largest telephone companies would be the largest bcneficiaies of such 
charges. The FCC should stand up for consumer Interests over coiporate gab by keeping 
affordable prepaid calling cards a priority. 

ccs: Commissioner Michael Copp 
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 
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Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Stree\ S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: W C  DocketNo. 03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. Ifyou 
move to increase the cost of these cards, yon will simply drive up the cost fbr minority or 
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their communities. 

Tfie Latino community is pdculady sensitive to any price increase forpre-paid calling caras; 
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half of the households with incomes 
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Prepaid calling cards are so prevalent m part because 
they save consumers money. 

With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and low income oonsumers hostage, we should 
not be faced with rising tefephone service costs as well, In particular, many !ow-income 
households who are on frxed incomes depead entirely upon prepaid service because they cannot 
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon before 
getting a phone. With prepdd cards, consumers can make calls h m  payphones or the telephones 
of family members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay “connected” as we look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule mauy of the other daily appointments that &e all have. 

I simply find it u n i w a b l e  that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards. 
Some of the nation’s largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries of such 
charges. The FCC shorrld stand up for consumer interests over c&pomte gain by keeping 
affordable prepaid caUing cards a priority. 

ccs: Commissioner Michael Copps 
Commissioner Kathleen Abemathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 
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July 7,2004 

chairman Michael Powdl 
Federal Communications Commissioa ' 

445 12th sw S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC DocketNo. 03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. If you 
move to increase the cost of'se cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or 
disadvantaged individuals b stay in touch in their communities. 

The Latino .community is particularly sensitive to any price increase for pre-paid calling cards; 
approximately 43% of Latino households we them. Indeed, half of the households with iacomes 
below S20,OOO have used prepaid cards. Pre-paid calling cards are so prevalent in part because 
they save consumers money. 

With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and low income consumers hostage, we should 
not be faced with rising telephone service casts as well. In particular, many low-income 
households who are on fiied incomes depend entirely upon prepaid d G e  becsluse they cannot 
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon before 
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls b m  payphones or the telephones 
of family members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay "connected" as we look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appoinmmts that we all have. 

1 simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards. 
Some of the nation% largest telephone companies would be the latgest beneficiaries of Such 
charges. The FCC sbou1d stand up for consumer interests over e0ipOrat-e gPin by -Ping. 
nffordable prepaid calling cards a priodty. 

CGS: CommisSioner Michael Copps 
Commissioner KilthJeen Abemathy 
Commissioner Kwm Mart$l 
Commissioner fbnathat~ Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 



07/15/2004 14:46 FAX 

M y  7,2004 

@I 010/024 

C h a i m  MichaeI Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th s m g  S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. Ifyou 
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or , 

disadvantaged individuals fo stay in touch in their communities. 

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to my price increasc fcrr prepaid calling cards; 
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half ofthe households with incomes 
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards, Pre-paid calliog cards are so prevalent m part because 
they save consumers money. 

Whh gas and milk prices already holding fixed and low income mnsmcrs hostage, we should 
not be faced with rising telephone service wsts ag well. In particular, many low-income 
households who are on fixed incomes depend entjreiy upon prepaid service because tf.wy canaot 
meet the credit rating or hefly deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon before 
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers cpn make calls fkom payphones or tbc telephones 
offatnily members and neighbors. W c  can use these cards to stay “connected” as we look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the otbq daily appointments that we all have. . 

I simply find it unimaginable that the PCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards. 
Some of the nation’s largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiwh atsuch 
charges. The FCC should stmd up for consumer intewts over cbiporate gain by keeping 
afiod+e prepaid calling a priority. 

ccs: Commissioner Michael Copps 
Commissioner Kathleen Abemathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 

Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 

’ C&issioner Jonathan Adelstein 



0 7 / 1 5 / 2 0 0 4  1 4 : 4 6  FAX @ O l l . / O 2 4  

July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Cornmimications Commission 
445 12th street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WCDocketNo. 03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

The FCC should not impose new access chargcs and fees upcm prepaid calling cards. If you 
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or 
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their communities. 

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase fot pre-paid d l ing  cards; 
approximateIy 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half of the households with incomes 
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Prepaid calling cards are so prevalent in part because 
they save consumers money. 

With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and low income consumers hostage, we should 
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. In particular, many low-income 
households who are on fixed incomes depend emtirely upon p p a i d  service because t h y  cannot 
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements tbat local pbone companies' insist upon before 
getting,a phone, With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls &om payphones or the telqhones 
of family members and neighbors. We c ~ n  use these cards to stay (ccomected" as w e  look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily app0jntment.s that we all have. 

I simply f i d  it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards. 
Some of the nation's largest telephone companies would be the largest @neficiaries of such 
charges. The FCC should stand up for consumer fnterest~ over colporate gain by keeping 
affordable prepaid caRing cards P priority. 

Sincerely, 

ccs: Commissioner Michiel Copps 
Commissioaer Kathleen Abernathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th streeq S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: W C  Docket No. 03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. If you 
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or , 

disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their communities. 

The Latino ,community is particularly sensitive to any price increase for prepaid calling cards; 
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half of the households with incomes 
balm $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Pre-paid calling cards are so prevalent in part because 
they save consumers money. 

Witb gas and milk pric~s aIready holding fixed and low income cdn8umcrs hostage, we should 
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. In particular, many low-income 
households who are on flxed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid seryice because they cannot 
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon before 
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can makc calls fiom payphones or the telephones 
of family membek and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay kmnected” as we look for , 

jobs, bunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that we all have. 

X simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges W fees on these cards. 
Some of the nation’s largest telephone companies would be the laqw beneficiaries of such 
charges. The FCC should stand up for mmumer i n k &  mer corporate gain by keeping 
affordable prepaid calling card8 a prfo&y. 

fl  

ccs: Commissioner Michael Copps 
Commissioner Kathleen Abernarhy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissjooer Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 



07/15/2004 14:47 FAX 013/024 

July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12tfi Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: W C  DocketNo. 03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

The FCC should not impose new a-s charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. If y ~ u  
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or . 

disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their communities. 

The Latino community i s  partioularly sensitive any price increase fm'pre-paid calling cards; 
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half ofthe households with incomes 
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Prepaid calliug cards are so prevalent in part because 
they save consumers mooey. 

With gas and miIk prices already holding k e d  and low income consumers hostage, we should, 
not be faced with rising tefephone service costs as well. In particular, many low-income 
households who m on fvred incomes depend entirely upon prepaid Service because they cannot 
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon before 
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers c.an make calls h m  payphones or the teIephones 
of family members and neighbors. W e  can use these cards to stay "connected" as we Iook fa 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the otbct daily appointments tbat we all have. 

I simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees m these cards. 
Some of the nation's largest telephone companies would be the largest btneficiaks of.such 
charges. The FCC should stand up for consumer interests over corporate gah by keeping 
affordable prepaid calling cards a priority. 

Sincerely, 

ccs: Commissioner Michael Copps 
Commissioner &&hen Abematdy 
Commissioner Kwin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE. WC Docket NO. 03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calIing cards. Vyou 
move to increase tht cost of these cads, you will simply drive up the cost for minoriq or 
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their communities. 

The ]Latino community is particularly sensitive to my price increase for prepaid calling wds; 
approximately 43% of Latino households we them. Indeed, half of the households with incomes 
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards- -paid calling cards are so prevalent in part because 
they save consumers money. 

With gas and milk prices already holding fixcd and low income consumers hostage, we should 
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. In particular, many law-income 
households who are on fixed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they cannot 
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requkernmts that local phone companies insist upon befwe 
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls h m  payphones or the tclqhones 
of fmily members and neighbors. W e  can use these cards to stay “connected“ as we look for 
jobs, hunt far houses, or schedule many of the othw daily appointmeats that we all have. 

I simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges imd fbes on these cards. 
Some of the nation’s largest telephone companies would be the.largest beneficiaries of such 
charges. The FCC should ~ t o d  up for consumer interests over corporate gain by keeping 
affordable prepaid calling cards a priority. 

Sincerely, 

as: Commissionm Michael Copps 
Commissioner Kathleen Abcnnathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congresspwson 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

333: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. Ifygu 
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or 
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in the& communities., 

The Latino community is partkularly sensitive to any price increase for pre-paid calling car@ 
approximately 43% of Latino househoIds use them. Indeed, haIfofthe households wjth incomes 
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Re-paid calling cards are so prevalent in part because 
they save consumers money. 

. 

With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and low income consumers hostage, we should 
not be faced with rising telephone sewice costs as well. h particular, many low-incame 
households who are on fixed incomes depepd entirely upon pnpaid senrice because they cannot 
meet the credit rating or hefj. deposfi requiments that local phone companies insist upon before 
getting a phone. Witb prepaid cards, consumers cm make calls h m  payphones or the telephones 
of family members and neighbors. We can use tfiese wrds to stay "connectedn as we look fm 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that w e  all b e .  

1 simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and f&s on these cards. 
Some oftbe nation's largest telephone companies would be the large$ bmeficiariu afsuch 
charges. The FCC s h o d  etnnd up for consumer interests over co*mtc gain by keeping 
dordnble prepajd eaUing cards a priority. 

e- "ncTl - 
ccs: Commissioner Michael Copps 

Commissioner Kafhleen Abemathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelsteh 
SelWOI 
Senator 
Congressperson 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

R€k W C  Docket NO. 03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid callmg cards. WYQU 
move to increase the cost of  these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or , 

disadvantaged individuaIs to stay in touch in their communities., 

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase fa prepaid calling cards; 
approximately 43% of Latho households use them. hdaed, half of the households witb incomes 
below $20,000 havt used prepaid cards. &-paid calling MFds are so prevalent in part because 
they save consumers money: 

With gas and milk prices already holding faed and law income consumers hostage, we should 
not be faced with rising telephone service costs BS well, In particular, many low-income 
households who are on fixed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they cannot 
meet the credit ratbg or he% deposit requirements that local phone' companies insist upon before 
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, COILSULI~WS caa make calls fiom payphones or the telephones 
of family members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay "mnnected" as we look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that we all h e .  

I simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards. 
Some of the nation's largest telephone companies muld be the largest beneficiaries of  such 
charges. The FCC should stpnd up for consumer interests over coiporate gnin by keeping 
affordable prepaid calling cards a priority, 

Sincerely, 

ccs: Commissioner Michael Copps 
Cornmissioraer w e e n  A b d y  
Commissioner Kwin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstem 
Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Po.well 
Federal Communications Commission 

Washington, DC 20554 
445 12th street, S.W. 

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

@017/024 
. .  

I am writing to ask that the FCC not impose new hidden charges and fees on prepaid calling card 
sewices. 

Minorities, low-income families, senior citizens, immigrants, college students and military 
families rely upon calling card services for a variety of needs. Many of these consumers do not 
have a credit history, bank accounts, or the means to pay a large deposit for local telephone 
service. For these consumers, a prepaid card may be the only option they have to stay connected 
-to make phone calls to look for a job, for affordable bowing, makc a doctor's appointment, or 
stay in touch with family and fiends, These cards o& convenience and predictable cost, as 
there are no hidden fees or charges, In economically disadvantaged areas, consumers literally 
risk being disconnected ifthe prices ofthese cards increase. Prepaid calling cards are 
indispensable to consumer groups bemuse they are 80, affbrdable alternative to regular and 
wireless telephone sttvices. 

But such price hikes are precisely what the FCC will do if it inflicts new uh-sta~" accem charges 
and other fees on pre-paid cards, Tbe fees would funnel directly to large local telephone 
companies wbile the burden would fall squarely upon those consumers that can least afford to 
bear it. 

Adding access charges to be paid to local telephone companies will substantially increase the per 
minute charges on pre-paid calls, jeopardizing the benefii TAtino and other Communities gain 
from these services. Please stop any effort to raise rates on American consumers and decide that 
these services are not subject to the exorbitant new access charges and other fees. 

sincerely, 

ccs: Commissioner Michael Copps 
Commissioner Kathleen Abemathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelsteiu 
Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 
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July 7,2004 

Chairban Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 1 2 t h s w  S.W. ' 

Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket NO. 03-133 

Latino and other minority communities rely upon low-cost telecammunicatim services to 
accomplish many e v q  day tasks, from looking for a job or afhdablt housing to staying m 
touch with family and fiiends. But pend;lg b d m  the FCC is a proposal thst wonld h d u c e  
new charges and fe& u p  services upon which we depend, immediately harming millions of 
Latinos and other consumus nationwide. 

J understaad that the FCC iS Gonsidcring applying ''bstate" access charges and other fees on 
certain prepaid calling card services. Many Latinos, particular€y those on fixed incomes or those 
establishing a credit histmy, bank accounts and oPhtrmmns neocbi98iy to subscriie to local 
telephone sem'w, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to stay connected at set afEmiable rates. 
Students, immigmnts, senior citirens, and othm face similar challenges. 

As a result, prepaid calling cards are the only option available -without them, many consumers 
could, quite Wly, be left without access to telephone service. Raising the priw of prepaid 
calling cards will dircdty harm individuals who can least &d price increases. 

Imposing in-state charges would amount to a ~ ~ b s t a d a l  incnase'in the cost of prepaid cslls, 
destroying the utility of calling cards to disadvantaged consmw. Allowing the large, local 
telephone companies to d e c t  such char=, even when they do not seli the calling card bo a 

look out for consumers and r e h e  to impose uew access charges and fees on prepaid d i n g  card' 
services. 

customer, would driw up prices; thus making these strvioes substantial - ly less affardeble. PIease 

Commissioner Kathleea A h a t b y  
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan A d s 1 6  
Senatol 
senator 

cow-on - - -OA 
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July 7,2004 

C6- Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket NO. 03-133 

Dear chairman Powell: 

~ a t i n o  anit other minority communities rely upon ~ow-cost te1ec6mmuhications services to 
accomplish many every day tasks, fiom looking for a job or affotdeble housing to staykg ia 
touch with family and friends. But pending before tbe FCC is a proposal that would M u =  
new charges and fees upon services upon which we depend, inrmedih1y harming millions of- 
latinos and other C O Y S U ~ ~ S  donwide .  

1 undmsbnd that the FCC i s  cadsidcring applyhg%-state" access ChargGS and othex fees on 
certain prepaid calling card services. Many Latinos, pdcdarly those on fixed incomtS or those 
establishing a cfedjt history, bank accomts and other means necessary to snbsai i  to local 
telephone service, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to stay connected at set af€ordable rates, 
Students, immigrants, senior citizens, and otbtts similar challenges. . 

As a ~esult, prepaid &ling cards are the orrly option availablt -without them, many cxmsumm 
could, quite Ziterdly, be left without access to telephone service. Raisins; the price ofprepaid 
calling cards will ciirldy harm individuals who can I d  amid prict, incrames. 

Imposing in-state charges would m o u l t  to a substautid increase in the cost of prepaid calls, 
destroying the utility of calling curds to dissdvantaged ca~sumem. Allowing the largw, local 
telephone companies to colltot suc;h chargcs, wen when they do not sell the calling card to a 
customer, would drive up priCes;.thus miking these secvitxs substantially less affordable. Please 
look out for consumers and rewe io impose new access charges and fees 011 prepid calling card 
services. . .  
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July 7,2004 

C h a h  Michael Powell 
Fedtd Communications Commission 
4-45 12th street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC D d e t N o -  03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

The FCC should not impose new &cays charges and-fees up011 m a i d  calling cards. If you 
move to i n ~ c  the cast of these cards, you wiU simply drive up the cost fbr minoriy or 
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their commrmitieS. 

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase for pre-paid callmg cards; 
appmximately 43% of Latino houdiolds use them. Mtbq balf of.the h o d o l d s  with incomes 
below $20,000 have teed prepaid cards. %paid calling cards are so prevaleat iu part because 
they save consumers money. 

With gas and mi& prices already holding fixed and low income consumers hostage, we should 
not be faced with rising telephone sfavice casts as well. Iu particular, many low-income 
houwholds who arc on fured incomes depend eatirely upon prepaid service because they mattot 
meet the cr& rating or hefty depositnquirements that local phrme’compaaies insist upon before 
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can makc calls h m  payphones or tbe telephones 
of f e  members and neig?hrs. W c  can use th& cuds to stay ‘‘connected“ as we look for 
jabs, huat for houses, or schedule marry of the other daUy appointments tbat We all bavs. 

I simply find it mimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards. 
Some oftbe natim’~ largest telephone companies would be the largest benefjcia+es of such 
charges. Tbe Fcc sboald stond up for consumer Merests over dpornte gain by keeping 
aATordable prepaid orllisg cwds a prior3ty. 

. . .  
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July 7,2004 

C h a i  Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th ssctt, s.w- 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Dock& NO. 03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

The FCC should not impose new awess charges and fm upon pregajcl calling cards. If you 
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or 
d h a d v m w  individuals fo stay k touch m their co- e8. 

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price haease for p -pa id  d i n g  ca& 
approximately 43% of Latino households use thm. Indeed, half ofthe hauseholds with incomes 
below $20,000 have used prepaid csrds. Prepaid calling d s  are so prevalent in part because 
they Save con-= money. 

With gas and milk prices already holding iiurtd and I& mwme M- hostage, we should. 
not be faced with rising telephdne service msts as Wl. Jxr particular, many low-mane 
householdswho are on fixed incclmes depend eatirely upan prepaid ser\rict tvraluce they cannot 
meet tbe crcdit rating or hdty aeposit requirements that local phcme.companies insist upon before 
gettbg a p h e .  With prepaid cards, consumm can make OaJJS h r n  puypbona a the telephones 
of family members and neighbors. Wa can use these cards to stay ''conneded" as w e  look for 
jobs, bunt fbr h o w ,  or schedrrle many of the other daily appointments &at we all have. 

I simply f d  it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new chrrgts and f&es on thw cards. 
Some of the nation's West tekphme companies would be the bpt beficiarie~~ of such 
charges. The FCC should d a d  up for comumer iotcmsts over roiporate gPin by keeping 
affordabk prepaid caIling cards B priority. 


